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How far Mallet's results should be accepted as
correct, It is difficult to say in our ignorance of the
constitution of the earth's interior. There can be no
doubt that the focus was of considerable size, and
that, in consequence, the wave-paths would diverge
from different points of it. But that each wave-path
should actually intersect the focus, and so enable its
magnitude to be determined, would surely involve an
approach to some law connecting the direction of a
wave-path with the depth of Its own origin, and no
such law seems to be ascertainable. Nor can the
limitation of these apparent origins between certain
depths be held to argue that the focus, or any part of
it, was equally confined, for the wave-paths would to
a great extent be similarly refracted. I fear that the
only conclusions that we can with safety draw from
Mallet's admirable work are that his figures indicate
the order of magnitude both of the vertical dimen-
sions and of the mean depth of the focus.

NATURE OF THE SHOCK.

It is not easy to form any precise image of the
earthquake as it appeared to the terrified witnesses
within the meizoseismal area. To minds unbalanced
by the suddenness of the shock and by the crash of
falling houses, actuated too by the intense need of
safety, the mere succession of events must have pre-
sented but little interest. The interval of two months
that elapsed between the occurrence of the earth-
quake and its investigation was also unfavourable
to the collection of accurate accounts from a wonder-
loving people, Only one feature, therefore, stands